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Marysyuk K. Criminal-Law Defence of the Right for Freedom of Religion in the Legisla-
tion of the States – Members of European Union

The article is sanctified to the analysis of criminal-law defence of the right for freedom of relig-
ion in the legislation of the states – members of European Union. The legislation the so-called “old”
members of European Union and those that entered to him recently (states of Baltic Region, Ro-
mania, Bulgaria, Croatia) is analysed in relation to a presence in him of these norms. The most
characteristic norms are distinguished in the field of it. Not typical positions inherent only one or to
the group of countries are separately considered.

Drawn conclusion, that, not idealizing criminal-law defence of the right for freedom of religion in
the legislation of the states – members of European Union, exactly them first of all it would cost to
take into account, bringing in subsequent changes in a home legislation in the field of investigated.
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